t\ United Stxees B^tent and TkAPEMARK Office 



XJNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE 
United States Patent and Trademark OCGce 
Addiett: COMMISSIONER FOR PATENTS 
P.O. Box 1450 

Alexandria, \^jBima 22313-1450 
www.iupto.gov 



APPLICATION NO. 



FILING DATE 



I FIRST NAMED INVENTOR | ATTORNEY DOCKET NO. | CONHRMATION NO. 



09/600,518 



09/08/2000 



Heiko Pintz 



FRM-02601 



5199 



26339 7590 06/17/2003 

PATENT GROUP 
CHOATE, HALL & STEWART 
EXCHANGE PLACE, 53 STATE STREET 
BOSTON, MA 02109 



EXAMINER 



WACHTEL, ALEXIS A 



ART UNIT 



PAPER NUMBER 



1764 

DATE MAILED: 06/17/2003 



Please find below and/or attached an Office communication concerning this application or proceeding. 



PTO-90C (Rev. 07-01) 



^ Application No. ^B^plicant(s) 



Advisory Action 



09/600,518 



Examiner 

Alexis Wachtel 



PINTZ, HEIKO 



Art Unit 

1764 



-The MAILING DATE of this communication appears on the cover sheet with the correspondence address 

THE REPLY FILED 27 May 2003 FAILS TO PLACE THIS APPLICATION IN CONDITION FOR ALLOWANCE. 
Therefore, further action by the applicant is required to avoid abandonment of this application. A proper reply to a 
final rejection under 37 CFR 1.113 may only be either: (1) a timely filed amendment which places the application in 
condition for allowance; (2) a timely filed Notice of Appeal (with appeal fee); or (3) a timely filed Request for Continued 
Examination (RCE) in compliance with 37 CFR 1.114. 

PERIOD FOR REPLY [check either a) or b)] 

a) n The period for reply expires months from the mailing date of the final rejection. 

b) S The period for reply expires on: (1) the mailing date of this Advisory Action, or (2) the date set forth in the final rejection, whichever is later, in no 

event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of the final rejection. 

ONLY CHECK THIS BOX WHEN THE FIRST REPLY WAS FILED WITHIN TWO MONTHS OF THE FINAL REJECTION. See MPEP 

706.07(0- 

Extensions of time may be obtained under 37 CFR 1 .136(a). The date on which the petition under 37 CFR 1 .136(a) and the appropriate extension fee 
have been filed is the date for purposes of determining the period of extension and the corresponding amount of the fee. The appropriate extension fee under 
37 CFR 1 .17(a) is calculated from: (1) the expiration date of the shortened statutory period for reply originally set in the final Office action; or (2) as set forth in 
(b) above, if checked. Any reply received by the Office later than three months after the mailing date of the final rejection, even If timely filed, may reduce any 
earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1 .704(b). 

1 .□ A Notice of Appeal was filed on . Appellant's Brief must be filed within the period set forth in 

37 CFR 1,1 92(a), or any extension thereof (37 CFR 1.191(d)), to avoid dismissal of the appeal. 

20 The proposed amendment(s) will not be entered because: 

(a) □ they raise new issues that would require further consideration and/or search (see NOTE below); 

(b) □ they raise the issue of new matter (see Note below); 

(c) □ they are not deemed to place the application in better form for appeal by materially reducing or simplifying the 

issues for appeal; and/or 

(d) □ they present additional claims without canceling a corresponding number of finally rejected claims. 

NOTE: . 

30 Applicant's reply has overcome the following rejection(s): . 

4. n Newly proposed or amended claim(s) would be allowable if submitted in a separate, timely filed amendment 

canceling the non-allowable claim(s). 

5. M The a)n affidavit, b)n exhibit, or c)IE request for reconsideration has been considered but does NOT place the 

application in condition for allowance because: See Continuation Sheet . 

6. n The affidavit or exhibit will NOT be considered because it is not directed SOLELY to issues which were newly 

raised by the Examiner in the final rejection. 

70 For purposes of Appeal, the proposed amendment(s) a)n will not be entered or b)n will be entered and an 
explanation of how the new or amended claims would be rejected is provided below or appended. 

The status of the claim(s) is (or will be) as follows: 

Claim(s) allowed: . 

Claim(s) objected to: . 

Claim(s) rejected: . 



Claim(s) withdrawn from consideration: 



80 The proposed drawing correction filed on is a)n approved or b)n disapproved by the Examiner. 

90 Note the attached Information Disclosure Statement(s)( PTO-1449) Paper No(s). . 
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Continuation of 5. does NOT place the application in condition for allowance because: Applicant argues that Stevenson and 
Schottenfeld fail to teach a polymer coating having a foann structure applied to a textile grating that provides an increased specific 
volume and compressibility to the coating. Examiner holds the position that the foam coating disclosed by Stevenson and Schottenfeld, 
on analytical measurement, does indeed provided a quantitatively based specific volume and compressibility. Regarding claim 2, 
Applicant argues that Stevenson fails to disclose encapsulation of the yarn groups and that the teachings Schottenfield do not 
supplement Stevenson's disclosure. Examiner disagrees since Schnottenfield teaches coating a scrim with PVC foam, the fibers/yarns of 
the scrim are encapsulated by the coating. In addition, Applicant argues that Stevenson and Schottenfield are un-combinable since they 
are analogous art. Examiner wishes to point out that Schottenfield solves a problem common to geotextiles of all sorts: that of frictional 
engagment with a substrate. Schottenfield's teaching of PVC foam as a frictional engaging mechanism is particularly useful in a 
geotextiles since geotextiles desirably stay in place and stabilize surrounding soil, rocks or other substrates. One of ordinary skill would 
have recognized that the application problem Schottenfield is solving Is directly concerned with Stevenson's geotextile. As such, the 
combination of Schottenfield and Stevenson is proper.. 
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